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mtot *toret 

^ toft, 18 retto, 1994 

tor: retor * ftoto-tr % wtrt %tto Sr 
OTtotlft to—H'to fato 

?r, u/73/92-toWr.—19S2 Sr retomto ^tre- 
upap tofarer, 1975 to tolr stto ^=nf 
reft frePrto T, 19S5 ret tol Jtr to imre- 

frere wren reto tow ire retm ream Sr re rereft 

1. frerererreft re reretorerfrere rereftto rertorCt 
(fto *rre% rere sttoto retre rerei $) % fato 

10 rererer, 1993 reft re. 14/73/9 2totor 5m 

^rnrpffr rjre % ftretoftre-re (to ^re% srrer tore; rerjre 
wt) S rerenre % *tor re reft reft rertoftsft to 
$toto fretof reft retoto ton 


torfafa 

2. rerftoreft % tore tojf to ret. fre. (afa reifl ), 
4 re 3 %rei: ^tsrrsrcrT fre. (mto^.i-nsct’f) to g«tr ren 

rerferet reft tow 10 rererere, 1993 reft w otvft 
qg- ftsfr fo t to ft tore fato to; to ft 
'tor tofrerer frewftf rere reto-reto ftorc wrrere reft; 1 
tor re? to tot % to tor wr fa rereT ft 

to<re to' to tost reft w ret rereren: c^rerre reto 
% to tors: t • ^ ftoft fto ^nto ^rrarrr reft 
ow fetot toft to fare% rent tofftrerftofaf reft 
rere to retoretotgtr store tor >rrer rer fa wr 
Tto 'Tlfctt reft WW, ft fa % SKf*TK toto <rt 
snft-rereft tow todtot reft reft fareft re? to 
rerererret ^ ft w i ngre fee toft ir to ret 
tot to wr tc srwr: 'rretra' qrto % to g ? 

3. qrfutotrer totofretoto sftrto, retor- 

qrtit to wret it % srraTa^t % torn: 

ren gxr 11 totw toto ret utorit % rerere 
rerere % fto ?r ftotrre ir srq^ ton: to 11 
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4 . srfftqTft ft qTrfap fftspftf ft. STcSRTT ft fftp- 

v» 

fafep $ PST<t |:— 

(1) pfe ft prfa qftr pqqrftnprf, 1992 % 
ftrrn feft ft faftq qrqrr Jr ftftr apftftr 





1992 ftr ftmr pttp ftjs^pqT |,pp ftwt 

faq% If <0Kt. ftj 
srfp^i ftf?iw ft 3?%? feqr r* 

(2) PiqiP % qw 900 ft 1000 PPrtft PTp^/ 
srfcT ^ ft ftt srrfft. ^rqrfr aft ftirrfftr 
ft*ralr qr ft. tt. srnrfer, ftp ftr ^frft^r 
qprrsq ftftq pr£f£ 1 1 w cr«q ftr prarr 
qr prqrft Perrcft ft piftfen fa?$ftp-l> 
% pttp prqrft ftfe ?rk Jr pptppt 
sfftftsf ftft pt qrft ft qrqr qff fern 11 

(3) sfaqret q<? prqqr ^n^rr *rr fe afT^r 
nmRr n?q ftr fftfter ftqq fen qprr 
fftgffm ft qft ft > 

(4) qferrft q? ftjreTPwr pt fe .“nwrft 
n?n” ftr "fftftn ft feft sferr 
aft *|ft nnfe fPPr % fair fftqqq-qr.PPF, 
aq-RK ft nraT, fftftqft mtr Jr ftrrfen 
stptt feqr w 1 

(5) mfaprftn faffcftn-ft pt fftrfa prtato 
ftrj; snprr Jr ft rfr faft aft ftqp ft 

. qnr apftm qr pt t%t 11 

(e) grrqrm ft ^ pfrpfta: ft ftft *p| fftftft 
fft$ftsr-q ft faft pfepnr qnr.ftw qr 

' > ft 11 

it ftpftftftj- nrrn % jw? siftwnft ft 

% nft fern «rr i 

( 8 ) .*Hfa|apiapclf aft qfftpftw <HHdl 5000 *?*T 
ft | pqfe ftp ftp 2000 o^r ft sfftft 
1 1 PTrftq srrarrq ft srrqTft fftfertr-q pt. 
f^nT 22% ft 63 % %ftn 1 1 w srafrra:, 
prarnT ft ftt nrft prw qr qriqrftft p?p 
am ftft ft 5000 qn ft nfeff ft far 
ermrr ft ft qfftnf pppp 450 ft 126# 
Trft. ft. ft ftwn fnftnrr 1 rrjrrnrfemmT 
% nncrr nnftq ft m qft feln ft ftft 
«nft feftnnw ft nfeqn qfmrftf qrr ftrr 
srarftnrft |i 


{9) nrnffe fqnJqfe-tT nTsnr ft sttch % ffft 
ft qTfaafrrapft §kt qRT<q rrrfe fftrr 
3 nrqT ftwf ft rrmr ft 
rranT-rmar qft fftr irqqrr of p? ftnr 

□3L„snfrrr husjt tarrr i 

IP Tq^r t 
_ __ qgft 

% 50000 

■'^1^ afr#fe 4 § few* ftft qftn 

t< arram pq pr^q 1 1 

[11) qqfeft srrr ft ft ftfeq fen% feq fqrftrm- 
% ft psft mn % ft ^rFrar ftft t 
nam nrm ft qnrrq-amrra: feferqn-n % 
arnrrc ft qrft n?T |i m: nRftn ntiftr 
qrr mm*x f^ar ^r nrn ft | fe qqtaftt 
tfnq qr?rR % ftqstwr qrr feqTT fejrr aro 
ftr nFiTftr ft ft ftftn pt wpot qqmr 
' j rr , T 1 a’qfe fenJfftn-ir % nf n ’are qrrrq 
ft ftwrn ft qr ^rnr fearq ftr a'pfr 
nft 1 1 

'12) qTHrftrft 5 j;?p ft fqqrrfw ftftft qraftrr 
fe'PT ft^qftp ‘ | ftrfe arer ft 
ftft ft ft armra m 1 1 

5. qtfeqqpft ft srftqp feafti ftr nar ft 
qrcqftft f? nqrft pt nftft feqr 1 

6 . qTfeqqft ft am wrqrcfef % feaR sm 
|tt 1 1 np stTqrRfqr ft «nqm ft |tt aswrcr ^ ftftn ft 
ftnft ft fqajqa: qrr qrm fq^ft 2-3 ftf ft ftn sfk 
srqftft rrm % ftq fftrqq-Tt ft qfeftq amrarT 1 1 
srrqrqqr ft sfttmrr nftq % ffn pt ftr n?ft^ fqmr 11 
rrq ftr qmcrqr ft nr mfeqrrqfef grrr qrr 

ft ft^rrqT | ftr nrrn ft ^qftftft ftfen nftq % %r 
pt ncftg qrrn |r[ qrfftrrqrft ft qqftftqrr ft ffefft' 
qr fe^fft ft ft 1 1 qirrair ft q>fr | fe nrfftpr- 
apft 5 Trr rpqrq ft wfeft ft rn, ft ftffe ftp, 
ft?m, nft ft ftp ftr PT^ftnr ftp ft ft pft 
pptp mr pp P?mr ! pq ft rmrraft ft ft ft f 
P5P? |f qfftfrft grrr parq ntr ^3 qft ft nr^ 

ft I' 

7. srrrpfrrrt ft rrfftqrft ftr Pcqrfet ffrrr psttr 
tjtt ft ftq ft i 1 ftr ft ft'fft ftftgpfeftr 

ftftT I— 

(1) qfeftift ft fttPr ftrftftp ftqp; prp?ftp- 
feqr 1 sfJqn pt fftsrfrp fftqfa ppt qftaf 



fanrl—** il TOTOTOWfe sfgram 


## # fafeff % ^dt ^ ’ncff w 

?r^f>sTT qqr#TOT TOnT % 

<k ferfa #»# nk n# #q# % #q 

fqcqtf (JTO TO# % TO fTOTT TOTO | I 
qq: qg cfap fro ^TTirrcT TOfer TOT # TOFn 
% qkrr # ?fek#q toto % tortr 
I, affqq %f^srtr®r if TOrf #nr qgT q# 1 1 

(2} qfnn# if tor # tor qfq sfk 

TOfejff. TO TO%J ' fet $ I #*T % i 7 rk 

toto (i ) ^ tor mx |, qg #fer % 

fq## %■ Fnq #f qqn qgT q# 11 

(3) o^t (4) srFqn# qg tor ngq *r fe 
qfqR-T q# 3fk fqqfa -iffR fetf ?Rg fq#f# 
# qf nk ## # 55RT % fsrq fq#qq 

3 R TOTTR # nR-RcTT cT^rr g'T^’fr snr % 
TOpr TOf sq# if T<gq | 5 f ## TO §TO 

fTOr stor # qf i qrRnrrrfr % Ftoto 
22qTOR, 1993 toT anr# % f<# rfnr qsnr 
to TOkrq fen 1 sfen# toT qsrr ir tor 
toto to sfk ^r% nro# fen to fq; 
qgTOT# qrqkr# £ q# if tor# t sr#TOt 
% n# -qrp: if qrgr fnr qg snfem qq it 
rjqqsq q# | sfk q toj | Fnr 
qf gn^n-1%% q# if rr. tot fer qtr 
q i srfqqr# % qg vff rr fen Fnr n## 
qsqr if qrq q i# to fern fen | srk 
nfer fqnkq # qqkn nkq nk mg# 
?m qf Fqfef f#q TO#wq to qs.n if 
qqq§rq% qrq if qrq i# # snjnffr %*[ 
qn nntfsr F^n i -?n% srfnfnF^n qrr FnrtqT 
22 ?ferc, 1993 # ^nwr ir nrqsrq? 

f n<T ffar # n^nRr # »rf *ff i 

mx* % <mnr nfer^f # ## nf sr^n- 

nfr % 5 Tc 7 tr>: if nnr snffeqr fe^n % m^fn: ?f 
srfcrn# % n# sm fnq% # nf # 

fertcr #W ^rninr | # fnffinqr ferrq- 
-q feife # qf fefe #q?r # gnqr if qrq 
11 nfnferr ^nfer qjfefe qfrfnferqn, 
^RTtrr sr 'i qqjfer rnmn nfeff # nrsm tt 
sfk feq<f to 8 %n^nrrymirnnnr- 
nfer nrfsrw# % feqmf % 

to i o if ferfcr #w *ct f^mfer fen 1 1 
nrann n^r qn fefer lsq^q#, 1993# 
nferfe ^qif if jrfeT# fnr fe nrr 
fern # sqm ifTO?f fit nh: im 

qfe # ?nrftr%#rnr ntnfqfeff 


^ if rr^n fw *nr nr^q % nrair nx fen 
mt | 1 ?i nmT?q *ft fnyfer 
nfetfr iTtr nn fe* nq mnnfeT tot % 
TOmr # 3 fef % nrair qr fenw|i 
fq nTinff q^; nfer ¥T if fnnffrn 
nrmR n?n ?n ffenf % nrr 10 if "fern 
to 1 1 

(5) nfTO# sttt fer to ng nqf #n ir naffer 
n?r qgf Ifrr nrfenrrrm mfetn 
wrr if farn^nm-tr # Far# #qn # 
gro if qrgf qnr #*nr nr: ?wr ferk 
qrr r:p | 1 

(6) nFm# n naro | Fnr %sm nrrm gf n# 
arffe mt # Fi-fenn-f # nnr #qgr 
nr: t- 5 r ?t % 1 nr^R-fTsfr #n mmr, 1992 
if n^# nf «ff 1 srnn 1990 ir nrq 
i 99 i%qkm nrccT if famfen-n 

nrorr 1983 rnf # «n Froif if 820 tfe 
-# nn nranr snnPT if pi «n 1 rro srn^r 
nr'jfnTOf qr#n* nqnrf n«n tBtn ^ fern 
nann: 531 ife #, 209 qn ft n«rr 154 
qn ft nn nnnn fen to i mfe 1991 
% nr? if rrrsfm ir #f inner ngf Frm to i 
nn n nr^ nrgfnTOfef if sign to to# 
to 3 TTnn FTOTOnkrpr nrn# # nrncr 
#qn if nfe gf 1 ^nfer mfirerof to m 
| fqa toto ir g# nrn nranr .% nqn if 
nTOTOmf fe spf nr# if #f n«rnn ngf 
fer r qn 1 1 

(7) nfnnqf toFtoto | n frr qrfqTOTOtf sra 

Fnfqfer ^enr? # qqnn nron if qq^ 
qqfnnqf §tot nrqrFJa ngf # qf 1 
TOffTOT qff sfepr qqrq nffrofer ^ qrtFqnr 
fero nH n?q 'ronft ^ srrqnr if nron 
TO 5 TTO qgf OTT I Ife BTOTTOr TO feK «n 
fn qifqTOTOrf # TO# qqqm. qqf qiTO 
# nn# |, f%g?q q# ir ^nr qnr 
qrqnq Fsn# % ?nrm to# wtoto # 
fqferr nrog# % ?#n if nronrfq# to 
tosts - q# fnan 1 

(8) sr#n# if rmr Fnn | Fn> qnr 
nror % TOxn ?fk q# qaf^ #«rqcn 
% %nr 40% ^ ffeq g# % nferorort, 
srqmTOi#q nk Fq#q nrn if sfero 

•;:_•• ft 

qkqrqf to qrqqr nron \|n 1 nferoff# 
fe n# ^ nt if enqqqnr fenr fen 
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1 1 w «rrk Sr httr qm 'tor Sr 

'TOTO SETT | I 'nfaofTTft 
t fa tr^ -roEr k 3 ft mnfqT wfq 
| ^ mfaqrR? JET HTOq qq kR % 
WW Sr qmq HTTOqt JJH £ HETR ^TK 
k kmfT it f*m ^3 «pY qqy? ft gf | I 

(9) Slfqmk ft q^T fan I fa TOR ft kkq 
& 9 TRTR St RTTR % faft ft gf qfa; 
qrftrTTTOf STtf TTTrqq TT ^ ftrqr HETT 
ftk kqqft Sr Promr ftrqfH xfWT-wxv mq 
£ ftk ^qk qqr ftqftq mm mm mfftq i 
srfftmk Sr akfto ftrroft % tqqft stemc 
it srrt m f% arrqn »fr ftpfrfrfftr -q % fftrft 
Sr qfa irqk topir irk fan: qoTqmT 

* TTT°r ff $ 1 mk-T q$ ftV >^1 fa qq 

1991-92 % «kR 145 C 00 qq Zt 

srfftmf HTTOR qrk qqr sfftfVq qfftq qTTET 

* fJS I q?[ cfa fPRTTR qq fafaftR-q 

ftk fapC qmRT w ft, fqfTOT 
kerf Sr mqrftrq ftHmm-q k kqqi k 
g^rr ft qfftqfaq q$r km $ i ztvm kqq 
mq mqfqrorfarf k §hto Sr mmq Sr 
gq «mrr?r % ftftiq Sr ?*jqqq $1 

(10) ftR % WETTTfr mmT sir q^ TO TOlfR 

^T-'fu (8) it fsRR faqT TRT ft I tfiTOH 
IT ?TRTT 5JRT TOT faft mft fttfifr 3f?q 
W TfR-kk kq m mqqr qff ft 1 
qfRTfk HTH ftq^f SERfft % ftkfa qqiT 
kfftqq *t% k eitr st jq qfr -^fr 

ft 1 

( 11 ) faff ^TRR TO TOTTOfift WES mft Sr 

qirfq qqpFTT mfttm to totto qmq q^qr 
fto vfr qrcqrltft pw to g-fhrq tqj ft ft; 
^ £T mqrq k tor Sr wkj; mkq k 
jq qTRftpp qRTR k ^X qrRr t k 
R*tr T’tt? % q'kr ?rk qq'mr 

^ifEr %k*f^T?fk fi-R Sr ^ i 

(12) JT?T : R-'Ttt (6) if |f 

*T*TT t I 

ffRftr k^R 

^jrftqTfr Sr qr^r ftr k k q k ftrrk k»R 900 
?Ektk 7IRT rn? it <ft STi^ rnp -qjT^ ^ ^ , rjT fg^f r 
^ fkrk kqq t:, ftakR jtrrir ^ % cr^r 

3 TRR St gq we % Sir (JR rx ftrqr 11 qftqftt 

«TTT ^rqr ftrq qq RTfft TO, kqr ^ft?R JTR jq^T 
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^ter % ftrq rTRRJR ftrqT qqr 1 1 ittot fmfa- 
k^r fkk jrfSr?Tk 3 ttt ft k kirrrSr ktR |ftnrit 
?etjT miT pnft wTfqq- t fkftrftrq irtrr k^ ft^rr 
Rirr 1 1 

^TETTR kq' 

9. rtEFR q?q r fttrk'n % kq rwr 

Sr irrqft % fk qf-rank jtti fk qq sfftrk % Rat 7 : 
r aqr -r% tp.t arfaerd k k arap ftq qq 
^qSf qfqqTqt nrr qrqr k qf ETRtq <rrqq «rn; srrft 
pt !qq?qp qqrqtqq % qeprq ftrqr qqr ^ 1 q-r 
?ptt nqi % qfq fqfqqq-TT qfqqrqT jm qrarrq qq 
qq qTt ?tet k q^ ^ 1 

qftqq qfkrm 

qqR JOTqTT-RT R pTqfcT to qk irETTR qR 
<rrt v fnq to wto her, km 7 xx mar 
qm her Sr mtETkrq ftm qm | 1 srrfgqnk 
fq^qtnr wrrqt qrrrq srrr fqqk fwq qq tokto- 
q % mqrq p < 44 u Sf fqqtq k'r-T, mmm to qm 
ifSqq-mftR m qfkt ^ fqakq ftmrq mr Rnr 

I •■- 

fqqftr kqq 8 7 4 tnrkk beto 

HETEq qpq 1111 TOtkk mHT 

km mftR 23.0% 

^r^qq fqukq qrmq q mq mat ftrfSETfqmr/ftqtqk 
jrt mrq it k'ftq % wrr % ftrq totr mi Sf 

HET ?RT 11 

mfkPiTt gqqftq % srmkq, mro qnrrR Sr 
qkq % ftrq mark hh p ie ftrq q^ mqRt 
k qsrf Sr qkr ?nrq k itfr % ^q Sf jq mpqR 
qm kkq mftR pt fqsrkq wqqT 11 

H'.P. qETkRrqlftqRHftrPTfr 
qm qqq qftra 

MINISTRY OF COMMKRCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New E>clhi, the 18th February, 1994 

Subject ; Anti dumping investigation concerning imports 
of Blsphenol-A originating from Jnpan—final find¬ 
ings. 

No. 14/73 /92-TF'D-—Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1982 and the Rules, 1985, 
made thereunder, after consultation with the administrative 
Ministry, namely, the Ministry of Chemicals and Fertilizers. 

PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

1, The Designated Authority as defined under the Rules 
(hereinafter referred to as Authority notified preliminary 
findings in the anti-dumping investigation concerning imports 
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of Bishpenol—A hereinafter referred to ax BPA) originat¬ 
ing from Japan vide notification No.. 14/73/92-TPD dated 
the 10th August, 1993. 


PROCEDURE 


2. The authority addressed a letter on 10th August, 1993 
to M/s. Mitsui & Co. Ltd. (respondent!; M/s. Kesar Pctro- 
products Ltd. (petitioner) and other interested parlies to 
furnish their views on the preliminary findings betore final 
determination is made in the investigation. They were also 
requested to indicate their willingness for on site verification 
of the data furnished. A note was addressed to Embassy of 
Japan, New Delhi, forwarding n copy of the preliminaiy 
findings with the request that other interested parties may bo 
advisd to furnish their views on the preliminary findings to 
the authority indicating their willingness for on site verifica¬ 
tion on the comments so furnished. 


3. The authority has received views on the preliminarv 
findings from the respondent, petitioner and importers of 
the product in India. Except the respondent no other ex¬ 
porter from Japan has furnished views on the preliminary 
findings. 

4. The respondent has made the following points in the 
response to the preliminary findings:— 

(i) During the period of investigation i.e. January—July. 

1992 prices in any export market were more or 
less the same at around US dollar 900/MT C&F|CIF 
destinations. The respondent referred to the evidence 
submitted by it regarding its export to third country 
at prices lower than to India during January— 
July, 1992. 

(ii) Japan has import demand from USA, France and 

Republic of Korea at CIF prices varying US dollar 
900—1000/MT CIF Japan. Japanese producers have 
never claimed on this fact as an unhealthy competi¬ 
tion in Japanese domestic market on this account 
caused by imported Bisphenol—A. 

(iii) The respondent desired to know how the average 

normal value and export price were determined. 

(iv) The respondent desired to know how the comparison 

between “normal value 1 ’ and ‘export price’ was 
made i.e. difference in exchange rate, tax, volume 
of the business, delivery point for the comparison.' 1 

(v) The petitioner is exporting Bishenol—A at far lower 

price than the price at which they are settling in 
Indian domestic market. 


(vi) It is not only Japan which sold Bisphenol—A at tower 

price but other countries also. 

(vii) The respondeat tho: ght that the petitioner’s Bisphe¬ 

nol—A was not approved by major users in India. 

(vili) The petitioner’s installed capacity is of 5000 MT 
against domestic demand of 2000 MT per annum. 
The share of Japenese Bispbenol-A is between 
22 per cent—63 per cent in the Indian market. Thus 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports from 
Japan will protect approximately 450—1260 MT per 
year out of the total capacity of 5000 MT per 
annum. Hence unfavourable results in the petitioner's 
capacity utilisation, financial return from investment 
are inevitable. 


(ix) Increase in the share of Japan in the Indian Bisphe¬ 

nol-A market: commencement of production by 
petitioner and fall in prices are totally independant 
and should be regarded as coincidence, 

(x) It is generally understood word-wide that minimum 
economic capacity of a Uisphcnot-A plant is 
50,000 MT per annum to survive. Tt is advisable to 
lower import duty of phenol before considering 
higher import duty on Bisphenol-A. 
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(xi) The market size of Epoxy and PC resins in India 

requiring Bisphenol—A as raw material is far 
bigger than the market size of Bisphenol—A. Hence 
general interest of Indian industry should bo consi¬ 
dered to protect Epoxy resin market and establish 
the coming PC design market while not to protect 
smaller Bisphenol-A market itself. 

(xii) Tho preliminary finding recommending anti-dumping 

duty is discriminatory in as much as imports are 
also taking place from third countries is India. 

5. The petitioner in its losponse to the preliminary finding 
requested for early imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

6. The authority has received views from four importers. 
One importer hus' adduced the reason for the decline in 
pricey in respect of imports from Japan to the change in the 
exchange rate between yen and US dollar during the last 
2-3 years. The importer has also referred to the interest of 
user industry. Another importer hus reiterated the points made 
by the respondent and also commented on the monopoly 
position of the petitioner while referring to the interest of 
the Epoxy Resin industry in India. The importer has slated 
that the quality of the product hy the petitioner is yet to 
standardise in regard to colour, free phenol content, iron 
content, moisture content, and isomers content. The points 
raised by the remaining two importers are in the nature cf 
tho reiteration of some of the points made by the respondent, 

7. The authority has examined the points made hy the 
respondent and the producers. These are dealt below in 
seriatim:— 

(i) The respondent referred to the ruling international 

price. Determination of dumping is madfe by making 
a fair comparison between export price and the do¬ 
mestic price at the same level of trade after making 
required adjustment in differences and terms and) 
conditions of the two sales. Hence ihe argument 
that the import price is in accordance with the 
ruling international price during the period of 
investigation is not a relevant factor in making deter¬ 
mination of dumping. 

(ii) The respondent has referred to Import demand In 

Japan and the import prices. As mentioned in sub¬ 
para (i) above, it is not the relevant faclor in 
making determination of damping. 

(iii) & (iv) The respondent desired to know how the nor¬ 

mal value and export price were determined and 
how the two were compared by taking into account 
the difference in exchange rate, tax, volume of the 
business, delivery point for the comparison. The 
authority convened a disclosure meeting on 22nd 
November, 1993. The respondent was apprised of 
the meeting and requested to indicate their partici¬ 
pation, The respondent in their reply stated that 
they wore physically not available and they consi¬ 
dered that their points had been explained in their 
earlier letters. The respondent also indicated that 
they had decided not to attend the meeting and 
would wait for final determination and requested to 
allow their New Delhi Office to attend the meeting 
as an observer. Their representatives were allowed 
to attend the disclosure meeting on 22nd November. 
1993 as observer. 

The respondent in their response to the questionnaire 
sent to it after initiation of investigation and in 
their response to the preliminary finding furnished 
the export price of Bisphenol-A exported by it which 
actually is lower than the export price determined in 
the preliminary finding. On the basis of import 
data compiled by the Director General of Commer¬ 
cial Intelligence and Statistics, Calcutta and after 
making necessary adjustment as per paragraph R 
below the authority has determined the export price 
in para 10 of these finding. The normal value has 
been determined taking into account the statement 
made by the respondent in the public "hearing on 
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15 th February, 1993 and on the basis of evidence 
submitted by it in the form of invoices of domestic 
sales during the period of investigation. Thus the 
normal value has been determined based on these 
invoices after making the adjustment claimed by 
the respondent. The normal value finally determined 
on these basis is indicated in para 10 of these 
findings 

(v) The argument adduced by the respondent that the 

petitioner is exporting Bisphenol-A at a price far 
lower than its selling price in the Indian domestic 
market is not a factor relevant to the investigation, 

(vi) 1 he respondent has slated that it was not only Japan 

but also other countries that were selling Bisphenol- 
A at lower trice. Anti dumping investigation was 
initiated in August, 1992. During April, 1990- 
March, 1991 total import of Bisphenol-A in India 
was 1983 MT of which 820 MT was accounted 
for by Japan. Other major suppliers were Brazil, 
USA and France accounting for import of 531 MT, 
209 MT and 154 MT tespeclively. There were no 
Imports from llrat'il front April, 1991 onwards. Im¬ 
ports from the olber two suppliers were at a much 
lower scale and there was an increase in the import 
price of these imports. The authority is, therefore, 
of the opinion that there is no discrimination in 
initiating anti-dumping jnvestgation in respect of im¬ 
ports originating from Japan. 

(vii; The respondent thought that the quality of the pro¬ 
duct manufactured by petitioner was not approved 
by major users in India. The major users in their 
response to the preliminary finding and other com¬ 
munications, excepting one importer, did not raise 
the question of quality. The one producer thought 
that the petitioner was yet to standardise quality 
but did not adduce the specific deficiencies in regard 
to various contents of the product except making 
a general comment thereon, 

(viii) The respondent has argued that being an uneconomi¬ 
cal size of plant and domestic demand accounting 
for 40 per cent of the capacity of the plant the 
petitioner will continue to face unfavourable results 
in capacity u'ilisation and financial returns. The 
authority has given careful consideration to these 
assertions. The faclois of production differ widely 
in Japan and India. The authority is satisfied that 
material retardation of the domestic industry is 
attributable to the declining prices of like product 
originating front Japan than to the size of the plant 
commissioned by the petitioner. 

(lx) The respondent has argued that the increase in share 
of Japan in import of ItPA in India ; commencement 
of production by the petitioner and fall in prices 
are totally independent and should be regarded as 
coincidence. The respondent in its response to Ihe 
preliminary finding had stated that the share of the 
Japanese Bisphenol-A has gone up because of its 
superior and stable quality. They added that during 
1991-92 a BPA unit of 145000 MT per vear started 
up in Japan. The argument that Japanese Bisphenol- 
A is of superior and stable quality is not reflected 
in the comparison of prices of Bisphenol-A imported 


from different sources. The import price is the 
lowest in respect of imports from Japan vis-a-vis 
other suppliers. 

(x) The issue of economic size of plant is dealt with 

in sub-para (viii) above. The other point regarding 
lowering of import duty on phenol is not a subject 
matter of anti-dumping investigation. Anti-dumping 
investigation is conducted taking into account the 
policy framework invoke during the relevant period. 

(xi) Imposition of anti dumping duty on a product though 

may have its impact on the user Industries, yet the 
object of anti-dumping duty is to remove the injury 
in the form of material retardation to the domestic 
industry caused by dumped imports which is in the 
long term interest of the domestic industry of like 
product and the user industry as well. 

(xii) This point is covered in sub-para (vi) above. 
EXPORT PRICE 

8. The respondent stated that export price for BPA was 
US $ 900 MT CIF India. The authority has determined 
export price on the basis of lotal imports from Japan after 
making necessary adjustments. The export price has been 
determined on the weighted average basis. Adjustment for 
ocean freight, insurance, commission and other costs claimed 
by the respondent has been made. The export price so deter¬ 
mined is higher than the one given by the respondent which 
was inclusive of ocean freight etc, for which adjustment has 
been made. 

NORMAL VALUE 

9. The normal value has been determined on the basis 
of invoices supplied by the respondent for supplies in the 
domestic marke of Japan and after making necessary adjust¬ 
ments on account of local cost, tax etc. as claimed by the 
respondent in the invoices supplied by them to the authority. 
The rate of exchange has been applied between yen and S 
as indicated by the respondent. 

F1NAT. FINDING 

10. Adjustments have been made on account of freight, 
local cost, insurance, tax and other costs to compare the 
export price and normal value at the same level of bade. 
The authority finally determines the export price; normal 
value; and margin of dumping in respect of import of Bis¬ 
phenol-A exported by Mitsui & Co., Japan as under:— 

Export price US S 174 

Normal value US $ 1111 

Margin of Dumping 23.0 per cent. 

The above determination applies equally to import of BPA 
in India by all other manufacturers/exporters from Japan, 

11. The authority confirms, subject to above, the prelimi¬ 
nary findings in regard to dumping margin and injury :o the 
domestic industry in the form of material retardation caused 
by dumped imports originating from Japan to the domestic 
industry in Republic of India. 

J. K. BAGCHI, Designated Authority 
and Addl. Secy. 
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